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OCS moratorium on oil and gas activ-
ity was a big disappointment for Flor-
ida. Even through we know that the
annual appropriations ritual to protect
our sensitive coastal waters may not
be the best way to operate, the lack of
a long-term policy has forced us to
take what we can get.

Floridians and millions of visitors to
Florida strongly oppose opening up our
coastal waters to oil and gas drilling—
not just because of the tremendous risk
of a spill to our environment, our
beaches, and our tourist economy, but
also because of the onshore infrastruc-
ture such drilling would spawn.

In the near term, we urge the full Ap-
propriations Committee to restore the
ban—and we will take our fight to this
floor if necessary. For the longer term,
it is time to develop a real solution to
this annual problem, perhaps by pass-
ing H.R. 72, a bill that provides for
good science, some degree of certainty,
and a rational plan to determine if and
where exploration can be done safely.
Meanwhile, those who love Florida will
fight to protect it.

f

GIVE JAPAN THE RAW DEAL

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, here
we go again. Japan wants a com-
promise. Japan wants another last
minute deal. Japan wants. Japan
wants. Japan wants.

Ladies and gentlemen, from Presi-
dent Nixon through President Bush,
Japan has been able to wriggle out
from every crisis. Last month’s trade
deficit hit a record $11.4 billion and
Japan wants another last-minute deal.

Beam me up here. American jobs are
going overseas. And we are giving
Japan last-minute deals. I say give
Japan the deal, the raw deal. The same
raw deal they have been giving Amer-
ican workers for the last 40 years.

They have earned it. They deserve it.
Think about it.

f

TIME FOR FREE MARKETS IN
JAPAN

(Mr. FUNDERBURK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. FUNDERBURK. Mr. Speaker, my
colleague from the other side is right.
Japan has been playing Uncle Sam for
a fool. Thirty-five years is long enough
to wait for Japan to join the world of
free markets. Every President since
JFK has been baffled and frustrated by
Japanese resistance to free trade. We
have had decades of handshakes,
smiles, and bows from Japanese lead-
ers. Each time we have offered friend-
ship they have offered arrogance. Each
time we have offered compromise, they
have built walls to protect their out-
moded industries. Enough is enough.

Mr. Speaker, if Japan will not honor
the rules of free trade then America

must impose punitive tariffs on To-
kyo’s products and cars are only the
tip of that iceberg. Mr. Speaker, I do
not want a trade war, but if the Japa-
nese keep their markets closed to
North Carolina farmers, North Caro-
lina textiles, and North Carolina tech-
nology, they can no longer have free
access to our markets. It is time Tokyo
got with the program. It is time the
Japanese Government joined the 20th
century.

f

ELIMINATE GIFTS FROM
LOBBYISTS

(Mr. VOLKMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, as you
all know, later on today we will be tak-
ing up the legislative appropriation
bill. And it has been said by one of the
earlier speakers there are cuts in that
bill from what we have had previously.
But in my opinion, there are not suffi-
cient cuts. There is still too much
spending. And I am going to be voting
for some of the amendments that will
cut further.

But one thing I find is that the Com-
mittee on Rules has not permitted the
most important amendment that could
have been offered to this bill and that
is the Baldacci amendment, which
would have said that Members of Con-
gress who accept elaborate gifts from
lobbyists, and who have those same
lobbyists write their bills, could not
get paid as a Member of Congress.

Why should they get paid when they
are getting all the free gifts from the
lobbyists? But the Committee on
Rules, under the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SOLOMON] and the Repub-
lican majority, said, no, we are not
going to permit that amendment. We
are not going to have reform up here.

Ladies and gentlemen, this Repub-
lican majority is not really reform
minded. And I am going to talk about
that more in the special orders this
afternoon.

f

PROTECT THE ROLE OF CONGRESS
IN UNITED STATES–CUBA NEGO-
TIATIONS

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, today I
will introduce legislation to ensure
that Congress maintains its proper role
in the realm of foreign relations with
the Communist Dictator Castro.

In conjunction with similar legisla-
tion proposed by our Florida Senator
MACK in the other Chamber, this bill
will require that the President notify
congressional leadership prior to any
meetings with the Castro regime and
that a timely report be made to the
leadership with the results of any such
negotiations.

With a situation as delicate as negotiations
with one of the last Communist regimes left in
the world, it is essential that Congress be kept
aware of any attempts made by the adminis-
tration to legitimize the Castro government.

Mr. Speaker, while I recognize that it
is the preprogative of the President to
conduct foreign affairs, it is also the
responsibility of the President to keep
Congress informed of his actions so
that we might respond accordingly.

I am pleased that I am able to intro-
duce this bill with bipartisan support
and would especially like to thank my
colleagues from Florida, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN and Mr. DIAZ-BALART for
their support.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in making sure that the United
States does not rush into a closer rela-
tionship with a Communist dictator-
ship without the elected representa-
tives of the people being properly in-
formed.

f

NO TAX BREAKS FROM THE
POCKETS OF AMERICA’S SENIORS

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I came
to Washington to serve as an independ-
ent voice for families from central
Texas, not to march in lock-step for-
mation for any political party. And in
that independent spirit I must con-
tinue to express my concern about
what is happening in this House on
Medicare.

The Medicare trust fund is just that,
it is something in which American sen-
iors and American middle-class fami-
lies have to trust. But unfortunately in
this House it is being treated not as a
trust fund but as a slush fund to fund
additional tax breaks for the privileged
few in our society.

Mr. Speaker, speaking independ-
ently, I have to say that it is strange,
strange indeed, that at this point the
same Republicans who criticized Presi-
dent Clinton now try to hide behind his
latest attempt to get a balanced budget
in their efforts to raid the Medicare
trust fund.

And those of us who have been elect-
ed to independently speak up for our
constituents are going to be here
speaking out about the Medicare trust
fund and saying, Do not reach into the
pockets of America’s seniors to fund a
tax break for the privileged few.

f

PRESIDENT SHOULD HAVE
SCORED HIS BUDGET PROPOSAL

(Mr. HOKE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, we wel-
comed the President a week and a
night ago as he decided to join, rejoin,
the national debate on the balanced
budget. And he told us in a short ad-
dress to the Nation that he was going
to balance the budget. He would do it
over 10 years.
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We only wish that he had, in fact,

contacted the CBO or the OMB to get it
scored before he made that statement
that he was offering a balanced budget
in 10 years. Because, frankly, if we bal-
ance the budget in 10 years, or we bal-
ance the budget in 7 years, there is
room there to talk about things that
are difficult problems but are things
that we can negotiate, we can talk
about.

But when CBO scored the President’s
plan, what we found out is shown in
this graph. And that is that the Repub-
lican budget that we have passed as a
resolution goes from the current deficit
down to zero by the year 2002. But the
President’s budget stays, it hovers just
around $200 billion deficits for the next
7 years and then it goes on the next 3
years at $200 billion deficits. I only
wish that the President had, in fact,
gotten it scored first.
f

HOUSE NEEDS GIFT BAN
LEGISLATION

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, we con-
tinue to have ample opportunity in
this body to close down the influence of
the special interests, including one
that we had yesterday. But the Repub-
lican leadership refused, and this is not
the first time. They refused over and
over again to allow an amendment to
come up to ban gifts to Members of
this Congress.

Yesterday they refused to allow the
Baldacci amendment to come up that
would close down the ability of the spe-
cial interests to have undue influence
on Members of Congress.

Members of this body do not need
gifts. They do not need airline tickets
to exotic places; frequent-flyer miles.
We are very, very well compensated
and our job here is to do the business of
the people.

The Republican leadership’s rhetoric
is just that, rhetoric, about closing
down corporate special interests. Let
us close the special interests down. Let
us have a gift ban amendment on this
floor.

f

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF
CLASSIFIED MATERIALS ACCOM-
PANYING THE FISCAL YEAR 1996
INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
BILL H.R. 1655

(Mr. COMBEST asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COMBEST. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to announce to all Members of the
House that the classified schedule of
authorizations and the classified annex
to the committee report accompanying
the intelligence authorization bill for
fiscal year 1996, H.R. 1655, are available
for review by Members at the offices of
the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence in room H–405 of the Cap-

itol from 8:30 to 5:30, Monday through
Friday.

It is important that Members keep in
mind that clause 13 of rule XVIII of the
House, adopted at the beginning of the
104th Congress, requires that before
Members of the House may have access
to classified information, they must
sign the oath set out in that clause.
The classified schedule of authoriza-
tions and the classified annex to the
committee report contain the Intel-
ligence Committee’s recommendations
on the intelligence budget for fiscal
year 1996 and related classified infor-
mation which may not be disclosed
publicly. After consultation with the
general counsel to the Clerk of the
House, I would advise Members wishing
to have access to the classified sched-
ule of authorizations and the classified
annex that they must bring with them
to the committee office a copy of the
rule LXIII oath signed by them or be
prepared to sign a copy of that oath
when they come to see these classified
materials.

I would also recommend that Mem-
bers wishing to read the classified
schedule of authorizations and the
classified annex to the committee re-
port first call the committee office to
indicate when you plan to review the
classified annex to the report. This will
help assure that a member of the com-
mittee staff is available to help Mem-
bers, if they wish, with their review of
these classified materials. I urge Mem-
bers to take some time to review these
classified documents to help them bet-
ter understand the actions the Intel-
ligence Committee has recommended
before the intelligence authorization is
considered on the House floor in the
next several weeks.

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. COMBEST. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. VOLKMER. That is one rule of
the House that was enacted this year;
correct?

Mr. COMBEST. The gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. VOLKMER. It is interesting to
me that the Republican majority
stands very strong about enforcing this
rule of the House, but does not enforce
another rule of the House that says
that Members of this body can only
serve on four subcommittees. Is the
gentleman going to enforce that rule?

Mr. COMBEST. I do not enforce rules
of the House, I tell the gentleman from
Missouri. And I suggest he take it up
with the leadership.

f

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 167 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1817.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R.
1817) making appropriations for mili-
tary construction, family housing, and
base realignment and closure for the
Department of Defense for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1996, and for
other purposes, with Mr. BARRETT of
Nebraska in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-

tee of the Whole House rose on Tues-
day, June 20, 1995, the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. FRANK] had been disposed of
and the bill had been read through line
12, page 19.

Are there further amendments?
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. OBEY

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment number 7 offered by Mr. OBEY:
Page 19, after line 12, insert the following
new section:

SEC. 126. The amounts otherwise provided
in this Act for the following accounts are
hereby reduced by the following amounts:

(1) ‘‘Military Construction, Army’’, aggre-
gate amount, $14,000,000.

(2) ‘‘Military Construction, Navy’’, aggre-
gate amount, $9,500,000.

(3) ‘‘Military Construction, Army National
Guard’’, $13,200,000.

(4) ‘‘Military Construction, Air National
Guard’’, $11,000,000.

(5) ‘‘Military Construction, Air Force Re-
serve’’, $1,800,000.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is a very easy to under-
stand amendment. It simply cuts this
bill by $50 million. As I think most
Members know, this $7.2 billion bill is
$2.5 billion above last year’s appropria-
tions for the same items and it is one
half of a billion dollars above the
President’s request.

Now, many of the projects added by
the committee are referred to as qual-
ity of life projects which improve the
quality of life of our servicemen and
women.
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This does nothing whatsoever to
limit those projects, but by my cal-
culation, there are at least $140 million
in added projects which have abso-
lutely nothing whatsoever to do with
improving quality of life for our serv-
ice men and women. They are simply
added projects for Members who are at-
tempting to change DOD construction
priorities.

My amendment simply seeks to re-
duce the added spending in this bill
somewhat less than that amount, $50
million out of $140 million. It is hardly
a radical amendment.

For those of you concerned about
which projects this amendment affects,
I would say it does not affect any
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